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September 10, 1973

MEMORANDUM FOR THE VERIFICATION PANEL WORKING GROUP

SUBJECT: Major SCC Issues Regarding Procedures (U)

The attached paper identifies Agency representative views on the
major issues regarding Procedures Governing Replacement, Dismantling
- or Destruction, and Notification Thereof for Strategic Offensive Arms.

The Agency representative views contained in the attached paper represent
their views on the minimum acceptable outcomes of the major issues which
could be negotiated by the SCC Commissioner without seeking additional
guidance from Washington. The Agency representative views have not yet
received internal review by the various Departments and Agencies.

A comprehensive discussion of all SCC Issues Regarding Procedures, U.S.

and USSR approaches to each issue, the relevance of each to U.S. security
interests, all alternative approaches to all issues, and the negotiability
of each alternative is contained in the Memorandum on SCC Issues Regarding
Procedures, dated August 17, 1973. That memorandum provides background
information amplifying major issues discussed in the attached Issues Paper.
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MAJOR'SCC ISSUES REGARDING PROCEDURES

I. Puzpdse

This paper identifies the major issues and Agency representative

views thereon in regard to the Procedures Governing Replacement, Dismantling
or Destruction, and Notification Thereof for Strategic Offensive Afms which
require resolution prior to the second session of the SCC commencing on
September 24, 1973.
II. Background

The major SCC Issues Regarding Procedures are related to the Joint

Draft Texts (JDTs) agreed ad referendum to SCC Commissioners, dated July 4,

1973 (Attachment A). The bracketed portions of the JDTs indicate all
the issues on which the sides did not reach agreement. The major issues

discussed herein are keyed to the appropriate paragraphs of the attached

JDTs,

ITI. Discussion of the Issues and Agency Representative Views Thereon

A. Issues Related to U.S. Proposals

1. Prior Notification

a. Background

NSDM-217 established requirements for notification
one to six months prior to initiation of construction, dismantling, or
destruction activities and sea trials. The USSR opposed any form of prior

notification except on a voluntary basis.

E
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b. Relevance to U.S. Security

All Agency representatives agree that prior
notification is not essential to assure adequate verification of
compliance with the provisions of the.Interim Agreement, except in the
event that either side might adopt one of the current U.S.-proposed
destruction methods--sinking of a replaced submarine in international
waters. In this case, verification of submarine sinking could not be
guaranteed without prior notification of the date and place of sinking.

Prior notification is, however, considered by all
Agency representatives to be desirable as a method of setting a precedent
for more cooperative means of verification in future agreements wherein
verification requirements may be more acute. Thus, it would be advantageous.
to secure as much Soviet movement as possible toward more liberal-information
exchanges in order to establish precedents which could enhance the
effectiveness of national technical means and increase mutual confidence.

c. Alternative Approaches

Alternative a:

Retain present U.S. position requiring prior
notification.

Alternative b:

Modify U.S. prior notification proposal to require
reporting only at regular SCC sessions, as in the USSR proposal, but require

information concerning both past and future actions and future intentions.

SEGRE
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Alternative c:

The same approach as Alternative b but require
at each regular SCC session only notification of the number of launchers
for the specified past and future time periods.

Alternative d:

The same approach as Alternative c for dismantling
or destruction activities but require only post notification of SSBN
construction starts since the last SCC session.

Alternative e:

Require each party to report at each regular SCC
session on the dismantling, destruction, and replacement activities
initiated or completed since its last report to the SCC, including a state-
ment on launchers and submarines to be replaced by new SSBN construction.

Alternative f:

Require notification no later than the initiation of
dismantling or destruction and SSBN construction.

d. Agency Representative Views on the Alternatives*

ACDA representative considers Alternatives c, d, and e

to be acceptable.,

CIA representative considers Alternatives ¢ through f

acceptable. ) . )
JCS and OSD representatives consider Alternatives a

and b to be the minimum acceptable approaches.

*See basic Memorandum on SCC Issues Regarding SCC Procedures (pp.5-15) and
Agency representative comments thereon for the pros and cons of pressing
for prior notification.
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State representative finds Alternatives a through f
acceptable (see his specific proposal for SSBN sinking option on p. 12).

2. Accumulation of SSBNs in a Construction Status

a. Background
The Interim Agreement (IA) did not limit the number

of SSBNs either sidevmay have under construction, despite efforts by the

U.S. Delegation to achieve such a limit. Testimony given to the Senate
Committee on Armed Services in favor of ratification of the IA did, how-
ever, commit the Administration to establish procedures in the SCC which
would limit the number of SSBNs under construction. Thus, the issue is
negotiation in the SCC of procedures which will honor this commitment

to Congress to fpreclose the possibility of the Soviets circumventing the
intent of the IA by having an unreasonable number of SSBNs under construction
at one time.

b. Relevance to U.S. Security

Assuming that the Soviets deactivate their 209 launchers
for older ICBMs and the 30 launchers on H-class submarines, they could,
by October 1977, have 62 submarines operational or on sea trials. In
addition, assuming additional production facilities, they could have up to
20 submarines in conétruction halls and fitting out. Most,if not all,

could become operational by 1980.

SECRET
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It is possible that the Soviets may choose, in 1975,
to launch and accumulate newly-constructed submarines which will not have
begun sea trials, while legally retaining launchers for older ICBMs and
SLBM launchers so as to give them a capability for rapid deployment of the
stockpiled submarines at the expiration of the IA while still retaining
the older ICBM and SLBM launchers.

Failure to negotiate SCC procedures limiting accumulation
of SSBNs in a construction status could also have the effect of hardening
congressional attitudes toward future U.S.-USSR agreements and/or making
it more difficult to negotiate limits on SSBN construction in SALT TWO.

c. Alternative Approaches

Alternative a:

Accept Guideline 8 of the JDT of the Protbcol and
strive for agreement'in the bracketed portion of Para I, 7 of the
Procedures on the number four (or another number to be negotiated) SSBNs
which have been launched butvhave not begun sea trials. (A variation to
the bracketed portion of Para I, 7, which would accomplish the same purpose,
would be to obtain agreement that any number in excess of SSBNs, which
have been launched but have not begun sea trials, shall be considered as
SSBNs which have begun sea trials).

Alternative b:

Accept Guideline 8 of the JDT of the Protocol and
negotiate the following specific procedure: '"The number of SSBNs which

have been launched but have not yet beguh sea trials, and the number of

!
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SLBM launchers on these SSBNs, shall not exceed 4 and 96, respectiveiy."
(Note: Under this approach, the number of SLBM launchers could be in

the range of 48-96).

d. Agency Rgpresentative‘Views on the Alternatives

CIA, JCS, and State representatives prefer Alternative a.
State representative also believes fhat,'if agreement cannot be reached
on a reasonable number, the U.S. position on this issue should be re-examined.

ACDA representative a1so preférs Alternative a but would
consider dropping it for concessions in other areas.

0SD representative considers Alternative b to be the
minimum acceptable outcome.

3. Extent to which ICBM Launch-site Facilities (soft and -

silo) are to be Dismantled or Destroyed

-

a. Background

The present U.S. proﬁosal as bracketed in the JDT
would require the destruction of launch pads, silos, launch-control,
propellant-storage, warhead-storage, and servicing bunkers, but would
allow remaining facilities, including missile-ready buildings, to be
used for other purpoéeg after equipment is removed therefrom. The Soviet
approach did not differentiate between procedures at soft and silo sites.
Essentially, the USSR position requires removal of missiles, warheads,
and mobile (including portable) equipment from launch sites and dismantling
and removal of launch equipment. All site facilities'éould then be used

""for purposes not inconsistent with the provisions of the Interim Agree-

SECRET
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b. Relevance to U.S. Security

The U.S. approaéh is based on two impoftant
considerations: (1) that the procedures used result in verifiable physical
evidence that dismantled or destroyed launchers.are ﬁot usable tb~1aun¢h
missiles, and (2) that they be rigoroué enougﬁ to preclude reéctivation
of the sites in a period of time substantially less than that required to
construct new sites. |

Any residual facilities on soft SS-7 and SS-8 sites,
particularly the missile-ready buildings, could be used by a mobile ICBM
system if one were to be deployed by the USSR.

c. Alternative Approaches

1. Soft Sites ' , .

Alternative a:

Stand on present JDT position which would require
dismantling and removal.of missiles aﬁd_equipment, dismantling or destruction
of launch pads, launch-control, propellant-storage, warhead-storage, and
servicing bunkers located at, or associated with, the launch site.

Alternative b:

'Require dismantling and removal of missiles and
equipment, dismantling or destruction of launch pads, launch control

bunkers, and missile-ready buildings.

SECRET
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Alternative c:

Same as Alternative b, but drop requirement to

dismantle or destroy missile-ready buildings.

d. Agency Representative Views on the Alternatives

ACDA, CIA and State representatives find Alternative c
acceptable.

0SD representative considers Alternative b to be the
minimum acceptable procedure and would also amend the procedure to add the
phrase '"located at, or associated with, the launch site."

JCS representative considers Aiternative a acceptable
and would also amend it to add the requirement to dismantle or destroy the
missile-ready buildings. o | .

(2) Silo Sites

Alternative a:

Stand on present position in JDT which would
fequire, in addition to removal of missiles and the dismantling and removal
of equipment, that the following actions be performed: dismantling or
destruction of silo doors, silo door rails, exhaust gas ducting, silo liners/
launch tubes, silo headworks and launch control bunkers. Dismantled
components will be remgved from the site. After six months the prior location

of silos and bunkers may be covered with earth.

SECRET
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Alternative b:

Same as Alternative a except that dismantling
or destruction of launch control facility would not be required.

e. Agency Representative Views on Alternatives

ACDA and CIA representatives find Alternative b
acceptable. A1l other Agency representatives consider Alternative a the
minimum acceptable outcome.

4. Extent to which SLBM Launchers are to be Dismantled or

Destroyed

a. Background

Both sides are agreed on the principle that each side
should be able to’select from among several methods for dismantling ot
destroying SLBM launchers. |
’ The present U.S. position as contained in the JDT
would permit three acceptable methods"for dismantling or destroying SLBM
launchers:

(1) Sinking in international waters; or (2) scrapping
of the submarine and its 1aﬁnchers; or (3) removal of the submarine's
missile section. | ) —

The Soviet proposed options are: (1) Removal of launch
tubes and missile launching equipment from the submarine; or (2) cutting

off the upper part of the tubes together with the superstructure above then.

b. Verification Considerations

Of the three U.S.-proposed options and two Soviet-

proposed options, oniy sinking and scrapping would be verifiable at no risk.
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In. view of the ﬂigh probability that both sides will
want to use dismantled SSBNs for ”purposés not inconsistent with the
provisions of the Interim Agreement and its Protocol," there is a need for
additioﬁal SSBN dismantling or destruction procedures which are verifiable
and which, at the same time, provide for use of the dismantled SSBN
"for other purposes.' . '

c. Alternative Approaches

Alternative a:

: Stand on the three U.S. options bracketed in the JDT.
Under the third option the missile section of the SSBN must be removed and
replacement of this section with a new section of any substantial size must
. be precluded. Then the two ends of the submarine would be mated (if possible)
and the submarine could be used for purposes not inconsistent with the

provisions of the Interim Agreement and its Protocol.

Alternative b:

The fdllowing variation of the Soviet proposals might be
considered together with the three U.S. JDT options:

Removal of the launch tubes?® the missiie launching equipment,
and tﬁe superstructure above the launch tubes. Replacement of the entire
upper portion of the missile compartment pressure hull with pressure hull
containing no launch tube penetrations. These procedures shall be accomplished

in the open at predesignated shipyards.

*It must be made clear that the launch tube is defined as the pressure -
resistant, watertight structural tube that is welded to the pressure hull.

SECRET
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Alternative c: (Procedures applicable to Y-class and

Polaris/Poseidon SSBNs only):*

The following variatioh of the Soviet.proposals might be
considered for up to 10 SSBNs and up to 160 SLBM launchers:

Removal of the launch tubee above the hull, the missiles,
missile-launching equipment, and the superstructure abo&e the pressure
hull. The party performing this procedure would not be allowed (a) to
lower the launch tube to lengthen it or (b) to test or to have tested an
SLBM which could fit within the reduced launch tube. These procedures
shall be accomplished in the open at predesignated shipyards.

Alternative d: (Procedures applicable to H-class SSBNs only):

Cut off the launch mount tubes above the pressure hull, as
well as the superstructure coverlng them.

P Alternative e:

A variation of Alternative a which would dfop sinking in
international waters as one of the permitted options, if the Soviets do not
agree_to prior notification for that option.

d. Agency Representative Views on the Alternatives

All Agency representatives find Alternative a acceptable.
The OSD representative would, however, drop sinking as a permitted option.

The ACDA and CIA representatives consider Alternative e also acceptable.

*Alternative c 1s provided in the event that the U.S. Goverrment decides
to retain the option of placing SL(Ms in replaced Polaris submarines.

SECRET
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The State representative also finds Alternative b
acceptabie. As noted above (page 4 ), he would also recommend that an
attempt be made to gain agreement on the sinking option because of its
precedent-setting feature of prior notification.

The OSD and CIA represeﬁtatives would accept Alternative d
for H-class submarines only. |

B. Issues Related to USSR Proposals

1. Codification of the Right to Use Dismantled ICBM Facilities

and SSBNs
a. Background

The Soviet side has insisted that dismantling procedures
should permit the use of.aismantled ICBM facilities and SSBNs for purposes
(including 'mon-strategic' military purposeéj not inconsistent with the
‘provisionélof the Interim Agreement and its Protocol. The U.S. and Soviet-
proposed formulations for codificatioﬁ of this right contained in
Guideline 6 and Paragraph II, 4, of the Procedures reflect the differences
between the sides on the extent to which dismantling of ICBM facilities
should be accomplished. Agreement on the formulation of the two paragraphs

can probably be reached to reflect the Procedures agreed to in the SCC.

b. Relevance to U.S. Security

From the national security aspect, the U.S. would have
no objection to the use of dismantled ICBM facilities or SSBNs for other
non-strategic military uses. There are, however, political and military

reasons which could argue that:

~

R
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(1) dismantled ICBM facilities not be used for
(a) fixed or mobile MR/IRBMs targeted on U.S.
Allies and/or
(b) mobile ICBMs
(2) dismantled SSBNs not be refitted with ballistic
missile launchers of any type.

c. Alternative Approaches

Alternative a:

Refuse to include any provision codifying the right to use

residual dismantled ICBM facilities or SSBNs for any military purposes.

Alternative b:

Alternative c:

Accept codification of the right but amend the U.S.
formulation to include a prohibition on the use of dismantled ICBM
facilities and/or SSBNs for the support, storage, or launch of any ballistic

missiles.

d. Agency Representative Views on the Alternatives

ACDA aﬁd OSD representatives find Alternative c acceptable.
CIA and State representatives find Alternative b acceptable.
JCS representative considers Alternative a acceptable.
2. Should the U.S. attempt to close the loophole in the Interim
Agreement whereby launchers for new SLBMs, which are not "modern SLBMs'" as

presently defined, can be deployed on diesel submarines without being counted?

S
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a. Background and Effect
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Subsequent to the June 17, 1972, Approved Interpretation

and July 24, 1972, Clarification, the limit on SLBM launchers has a loophole:
(1 launchers for new SLBMs'deployéd only on diesel

submarines are not included in the 710 and 970 1a¢nchér limits, and
(2) an existing ballistic missile launcher need not be

dismantled or destroyed for each launcher for a new SLBM on a diesel submarine.

b. Alternative Approaches

Alternative a:

Accept Para I, 1 and 2, as agreed ad referendum to Commissioners,
thus leaving the loophole open.

Alternative b:

Add to Para I, 2, the following£
"In addition, all SLBMs first tested after 1964 are modern SLBMs.'

c. Agency Representative Views on the Alternatives

ACDA and State representatives find Alternative a acceptable,
but bélieve that the problem of the loophole should be addressed further per
Agency comments on the basic Memorandum on SCC Issues.

CIA, JCS, .and OSD representatives find Alternative b acceptable.

3. How should iand—based missiles which can be replaced by modern
SLBMs be specified?
a. Background
' The IA provides that only launchers of "older types deployed
prior to 1964" can be replaced by modern SLBMs. The negotiating>record

clearly delineates such launchers as being the 209 SS-7 and SS-8 Soviet
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launcheré_and thé 54 U.S. Titan II launchersf The U.S., as of September 1,
1973, has approximately 170 MM-I launchers which are of an "older type
deployed prior to 1964.'' Thus, thé language of the IA would, if interpreted
literally, permit replacement of.MM-I launchers, as well as the 54 Titan II
launchers, by modern SLBMs, even fhough the U.S. has no current plans to replace
any ICBM launchers by SLBM launchers during the life of the IA.

b. . Alternative Approaches

Alternative a:

Accept Guideline 1 which leaves the ambiguity as to which
type of launchers the U.S. can replace with SLBM launchers.

Alternative b:

Notify the Soviet side that the U.S. has the right to .use
up to 54 MM-T for replacement purposes, while retaining Titan IIs. If the
Soviets object, the U.S. would then clarify to the Soviet side that "older
types'' means "heavy missiles," i.e., Titan IIs for the U.S. and SS-7s and
SS-8s for the USSR, thereby forcing Soviet admission that a missile with a
125m3ﬂvolume is a heavy missile. It is recalled that the USSR refused to
agree to a common definition of a "heavy" missile in SALT ONE.

c. Agency Representative Views on the Alternatives

—r

ACDA, éIA, JCS, and State representatives believe Alternative a
should be adopted (see Agency comments on basic paper). | |

The OSD representative believes that Altefnative b should be
adopted.

- C. General Issues

~—.

,'
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_Background

The Agreed Procedures will be in the form of a bilateral
agreement between the U.S. and USSR. Other SALT agreements, except for
the exchanges resulting in the June 17, 1972, White House "'Approved
Interpretation' and the July 24, 1972, 'Agreed Clarification,' have
been made public, despite Soviet opposition to publication of certain elements.
However, those ﬁade.public have nof gone into such specificity as do the
U.S. -proposed detailed procedures.

Relevance to U.S. Security

- The issue may br may not be relevant to U.S. security. Considerations
favoring publication include Congressional, NATO, and public avefsion‘to
"'secret agréements,” the publicafion of most previous SALT agreements, and
the fact that the U. S. could, if the need arose, make a more effective
public case in’the futﬁre'on charges of Soviet violations of the IA by
showing which specific procedures were violated.

Considerations against publication include concern that publication
éould jeopardize future SCC negotiations and make the USSR less willing to
agree to the specificity the U.S. deems necessary for implementing current
and future agreements. This would reduce the SCC's authority and effecfgve-
ness. It could also lead to protracted public debate over the degree of
Soviet compliance with the agreements.

(Note: Whether or not the Procedures are made public, we would provide
the felevanf congressional committees with classified versions of the
procedures, as required by the Case Act of 1972, and could provide NATO with

a classified report as well).
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c. Agency Representative Views on the Alternatives

ACDA and CIA represéntatives believe that the Procedures
should not be published.

JCS and 0OSD represéntativesAfavor'publication.

State representative has no position but believes the
issue should be flagged for the Verification Panel.

2. Provision for Voluntary Information

a. Backgzound

Section I, paragraph 13, contains the following unbracketed

language which may represent the limit of Soviet willingness to consider any
notification other fhah after-the-fact notification: | | .
""Each side may on a voluntary basis add other
. information to the notifications if it considers such
information necessary to assure confidence in compliance
with the obligations assumed under the Interim Agreement."

b. Alternative Approaches

Alternative a:

Retain the present formulation.
Alternative b: -

Amend the Soviet-proposed paragraph by inserting the words:

""and may offer on-site inspection of dismantled or

destroyed launchers and SSBNs' between the words 'motifications' and "if."

c. Agency Representative Views on the Alternatives

, CIA, JCS, and State representatives believe that Alternative a
should be adopted. '

SECRET
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ACDA and OSD representatives believe that Alternative b

-18-

should be adopted. ACDA representative believes that, if this Alternative
proves non-negotiable, the U.S. Commissioner should reiterate that an offer

of OSI is not precluded by the present JDT language.

< \GECRET
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WJfU;destro&ed would be detectable by national technical means, shall be

.*/ .such that reactivation time of such units would not be substantially
"+ less than the time required for new construction, and“shall preclude
S ‘ X ,

. unreasonable delays in dismantling oz destructionif; , o ﬁ 

'r ?5‘ﬂ;“'iff:f' ' 4, Dismantling or destruction procedures shall be comsidered

.-aeparately for [;bft and ail§7l lahd-bgsed ICBM launchers, SLBM'

v launchers and submarines;
e

*:ﬂuﬂ;;'ﬂyfﬂil 5. Replacement and dismantling or destruction procedures shall .

IR engure that verification can be accomplished [thh high conf;denc_/

' TR ‘4 ©. by national techaical means in agcordance w:.th Art.:.cle V of the

"l Interim Agreement; -

App{oved For Release 2003/08/19 CIA RDP7GBOO734R000100070005 9
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et . P ' il
R . 6. [After dlsmantllng or destruction in accordance w;th the . |

aia

‘-f“j'fj)j attached procedures, the facilities remaining at land-based LCBM "f‘?JM

launch sites, and the submaxmnesi/ [Facllztles at land-besed ICBM

: v'"""
} .jﬁ  "1aunch sites, after dlsmantllng of the equlpment, and submarlnes,' ':~F,e
| ‘#..” , ﬁa£ter dlsmantllng of the launcherslj may,.at the discretion of' j }

é} ?? ' ?i the eldes, be used for othex purpoees not 1nconsxstent with the o
I*iiﬁrcvisiane of the.Interlm Agreement and the Protocol thereto;
ﬁi[?Q Replacement 1aunchers and those to be replaced shall be
;cldentlfled and the number of such ‘launchers speclfled‘through '
: v PPN . !
B L%napproprlate and timely notlflcatlon proceduxes, and/1 . l
* L?;; Through appropriate ﬁrocedures, the Pavties shall notify‘ﬂ ﬁﬂ)i
] ﬁtffi?f-q.j?{& each other of the number of digmantled Llaunchers and the nnmberx ~e  f.?
‘gn“ll;“Jlﬂi oEIsuch launchers ueed fox replacement. and7 - N

8, The number of replacement ballistic missile submarinea R
which are under constructlon sxmultaneously shall not exceed a .

number consmstent with a normal constructlon schedulas : 'j Loy K

. . ’

‘i';f '?“f This Protocol and the attached Procedures shall remaln in
L “”Qi{ . force for the duratron of the Interim Agreement and may be,
) amended by the Standlng Consultatrve Comm;ss;on as it deems ‘ S
s 1" ~, : Vo ! ' ‘.l|,, .“. | . . “.:
O Syt '-appropr;.ate: T a7 TN
L. .k Ho Approvéd For Release 2003/08/19 ¢ CIARDP76B00734R000100070005-9 )
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T ' Done in Geneva on _ ‘* 't '' in two copies, each in the A
]!  -English and Russian languages, both texts being equally authentic. - :

N Commissionex, - . .. 0 ot oo - Commissioner, . & .. § P

Z L ‘Unit‘.ed States of , "+ "' Undon of Soviet Socialist. .-
' Moo, Amevdea . Co Republics =~ .
\"(."';‘1' ‘
.)4 ."
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Joint Draft Text
~ Ad referendum to SCC Commmssmoners

July 4, 1973 T

1

- B ! ) N L \

General

1;; Wlthln the llmlts of the levels establlshed for both sldes,

goider types deployed priox to 1964 baliistic missilé launchers on . .?'

b 2. Modern submarine=-launched ballistic'missileS‘are'understood
- to be: for the United States, m19311es 1ns}alled in all nuclear-

- powered submarlnes, and £or the Soviet Un;on, mlssxles of the type ﬂ‘_

s L
St ot

' ' .dnstalled in nuclear-powered aubmaranas whmch have becoma operat;onal

uug].aznce 1965. v ._' L R y

*;73@-'. 3. Launchers for older balliatic migsiles on dieeel submarines |

may not be used for replacement purposes provided for in the’

Erotocol to the Interim AgreemenL on Cértain Measures wzth Respect o .5;

.'to the Lxmxtatxon of Strateglc,Offensxve,A:ms.-

et . . . ] . R . . . I
. ' . . e . v B

| e Approved For Release 2003/08/19 : CIA-RDP76B00734R000100070005-9 .
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St o SLECRET
! i : ‘ " ! ’ ‘ ’ . ‘ . .
|\,." [ ) . . -2- . . 4
R [, Within the limitations provided for in the Interim, Agreementﬁl;
I R T C
qogee o ml and the Protocol thereLo, replacement shall be carried out on the S
. P ,.'; o
o  :.;ﬁ*' . basis of one new launcher for one older launcher and one new o qu?
\ ,:v, . ! - a
v T e
B ! . . '. , Con ‘,’l .l /
o Submarlne for one submarmne belng ‘replaced,, 72 SRR R
a4 Y l,” . ! ) . \ o . . S ' M LA
o “t 7[5, Each side shall notify the other side one month priox to
J v ) . N . oo . )

;? baliistic misgile submarine (SSBN) containing the ballistic
ﬁ;imiésile laqnchers‘additiqnal to the nﬁmbef agreed in the Profoéolv
 to the Interim Agreement. TFor the US Lh;s will be the nuclear
;submarlne contaxnxng the 657th bélllstlc m13511e launcher; for

.- the USSR this w111 be the nuclear'submarlne contalnlng the 7419t

. .. - [
» ‘balllstxc nissile launcher. Slmllar not}flcatlen shall be given
f;”2{  for each subsequent replacement SSBN, It is uaderstood that | -

"“Wﬂﬁgﬁxﬁfﬁﬁf constiruction of an SSAN is initiated on the date on which SSBN

“HT:ﬂgsaembly begins on the building ways or in an SSBN construction ha11;71

[E,‘ The oldex types of ICBM 1éun¢hers deployed prior't6.1964

- or ballistic missile launchers on older submarines, subject to
] . w . '

:\ ':, dismantliﬂg or destruction, shall be"identified by type (hard IcoM

" 1auncher, soft ICBM launcher, or SLBW launcher) no 1ater than six

montha before the begannlng of sea tr;ale o£ Lhe replacement submar;ne Tl

‘D

e

v - v . T [ o . D
[ . " . ‘ ' R - D C P e
. ' ) . . . . . . hs -

'*Jif,ffk f' J" Lproposed by US side. | : ‘
) Ap%ggyggm Bylwlg@yggm CIA- RDP7GBOO734R000100070005 9
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; /. Dismantling or deitruction of replaced launchers shall be . ;

; ':1.initiated‘no later than the date of the‘beginning of sealtriale | :
‘{t;;-f_of a replacement“submarine. jfhe number of SSBNs which have heen n

h ‘"*ﬂ,launched but have not yet begun sea trials shall not exceed four / f

fdf}dﬂ The initiation of any of the actions in Section II below shall be 2 i.*$;m qu
. considered as the initiation of dismantling or destruction of an o v'"f:‘;ﬂ
];i.-IéBM launcher.‘ The initiation of any of the actions in Section III,fM .
.ﬂ‘jic{‘below shall be considered as the 1nitiation of dismantling or o
o i:l,l.:r' ‘Q;:.,..deStrUCthn Of an SLBM launcher. .
~ o 8. The beg'mning of sea t',_;;.ale of a replacement ballistic-
et “fmiasile.submarine is considered to belthe date on which such a “ir"ll g }}

+ .. submarine first operates under its own power away from the harbor

o ih’or port in which the construction or fitting out of the submarine o
‘."-.. .‘!I'..' "“‘.‘ , ' .. . o L ' . ‘ . ) wi . ,. ’ " ."‘ B ‘.“. b. : ." ’ .I '
B R -."was performed. S P o Gl

w*j;{lﬁj_" [5 "' The 8pe¢ific“geographic location and thettﬁne'of theT'

:4’:u;' planned dismantling or destruction activity shall be ildentified f "

o l R IR
' o no later than one month prior to the initiation of the action, / S it

e

[lb. Notification that dismantling or destiuction has been R

accomplished shall be given no later Lhan one month after completionéj

‘. ) : } T
. . . f ' oy

Lll. Notification of the dismantling of ICBY launchers and

f lballistie mlssile launchers on replaced submarinea shall be given
through the Standing Consultative Commxssmon twice annually,
'reflecting the status as of the beginning of each regular ‘session -

SNSEEA of Lhe Commlssion./2

o . SECRET -
; Approved For Release 200370‘871'9" CIA- RDP7GBOO734R000100070005 9
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Kl

- “;tha; perlodé/

' nﬂﬂ:'ﬁ',Launchers Replaced by SIBM Launchers . ' w.f;;‘

. the launch elteL [essociated thh the launcher and located at
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l12. The notlflcatlon shall contain 1nformatlon for the past
'Q 31x months on the number of dismantled ICBM launchers and ballnstxc W’l

mlSSlle launchers on replaced submarines, as ‘well as on the number j»“

i

k -QH of such launchers replaced by launchers on modern submarlnea durlng

R L

al

it 13, Each side may on a voluntary basis add other information .

' to the notifications if it conmsiders such information necessary to

'j’aseure confidence in compliance with the obligations assumed under
. the Interim Agreement. SRS

'LIs . Procedures for Dismantling oxr Destruction of Land-Based ICBM

1. Removal from the launch site of the supply of missiles

. and thelr components warheads, and mobile equlpment, dlsmantllng

. of £ixed launch equlpment, all erecting and handlang equxpment,

'.and propellant handling equmpmcnt Llocated at oxr associated with -

v e

'(H*Tthe launch 51te;/ and removal of all dismantled equlpment from

I

the launch 31te. Launch equipment is understood to be systems,‘

flpk ucomponente, and 1nstrumente requxred Lo leunch a mlssmle.r
. ‘n,f _" i oy . ‘ , .I i
Approved For Release 2003/08/19 CIA- RDP76800734R000100070005 9
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p

In the case of soft launch sites, in addition to the "‘Y

" actions’ speclfled in para. 1 Lhe followmng actions shall be 1ﬂf.f,
o 7'performed: dlsmantllng or destructzon of launch pads, launch ‘-f .
. . ‘. I,

' flii':tﬁ IVf control bunkers, propellant storage bunkers, and warhead storage

~

v and servmcxng bunkers located at ox associlated w1th Lhc launch site.

§ Launch pa.d and bunker debris may be removed and after six monthe o

- 1ts prmor locetlon covered with eaxth /l ‘ T "'-/'n -

[3. In the case of silo launch sites, in addition to the . . i

»~act10ns speclfled in para. i, the following actions shall be

PV B

performed- removal from the site, drsmantllng, or destructlon of

T . o
i
'
1

@V'sllo doors, sxlo door raile, exhaust gas ductlng, s;lo lluersllaunch

) tubes, 8110 headworks, and 1aunch control bunkers. After six - n .

a months the prior locatxons of szlos and bunkexs may, be covered e

.f"thh earth,/* e f“ ' T

4, Facilities [xemeining/l at ICBM launch sites, aftexr .

,"-[Eemoval of equipment and facilities from the site, o¥ their fl‘“

. d:smantllng or destruct:.on/1 [dlsmantllng of equlpment/

. v e

accordance w1th the above procedures, may,. at the discretion of
br

the smdes, be used for other purposes not inconsistent with. the

H

.';7, prowiaionSOL the Interim Agreement and “the Protocol Lhereto. . o

,t-“ ' i L ' ~ . v
' Vﬁ&?‘fff ”" S Dzsmantlxng oxr destructxon of replaced 1CBM 1auncher
'V'ELE”TleA shall be completed wzthln four months after the replacement submarine

S . Approved For Release 2003/08/19 CIA- RDP7GBOO734R000100070005 9
begzns sea treals. ‘ :
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; oo DY 138, Procedures for Dismantling or Destruction of SIBM Submarines

Jy u m,;Hw 7.0 and Launchers Replaced by New SIBM Submarines and Launchers

A . P

SO ' . | ;
‘ 1. The followxng procedures, from which each slde may choose,

v
!

.Q are acceptable for dlsman~11ng o deeructlon of SIBM submar;nes

and 1aunchers. )

(b) Scrapping the submarine and its launchers in the

‘. open in predesxgnaLed shlpyards.' Scrappihg shalllinvolve

. . . '
' o e L

(c) Removmng the submarlne 5 mlSSlle sect;on in Lhe

1512h> Removal of launch tybes and missile launching
. o l'v' '.‘. . \ +

' equipment from the submarine,"

e (e} Cutting off the upper: p part of the tubes togeLher ' " A

ov, .
v ”" . . Sy
A

‘ with tha superstructure above thenLj

Vo !
[
-

Lgnfij f?g[”':' f 2, nagh of the foregozng shall be accompllshed thhan gix -

| monthe aiter the replacemgnt submarine begins sea traals.
[ ]

. ) -

.'VF.E.ltl 3. Under any dismantling'option,'launch tube hatches shall |

ST b A epeBot Relsgbe 2000108/¢04 1A ROAZEE067 4R000HIGITI00)

mieeites and missikle raunching cquipment shall be ranoved.
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'f : b&b!éddles for Roplacement of an SSBN Lost at.Sea or Disabled

L Beyond Repair

ngyﬂ[ ' &:f; In the event that a submarine is accidently lost at sea
';,.';ff'foor disabled keyond repair, such a submarxne may be replaced by ‘
ﬁgj,;ﬂ fx“.another submar;ne in accordance wmth the follow:ng.,
.I.“' " .. .o . ."‘..‘ . ’ . , ) ‘ , .
; [ﬁa) Notlflcatlon of the loss or dlsablement shall be
o~ K . . . [
made to the other side,/ : k

j L(b) Notlfzcatlon of intent to prov1de a xeplacement
ETE]

o submarine shall be given at least one month priox to ’

: , . - ‘

. | .

s ind tiatlon of 1mp1ement1ng actions, / ‘

(c) The number of launchers on the replacement submarine

fehali not cause the total to exceed that authorized in the

- Intexim Agreement. o ’

7" - Approyed ForiRelease 2003/08/19 : CIA-RDP76B00734R000100070005:9. .
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‘ ‘.A.
BRI

':f‘5f ? the leltatzon of Anti-Ballistic Missile Systcms of May 26, 1972,

el dismantling or destruction, and notification thercof, for ABM

- rm i e Semt o n
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S - DROTOCOL

PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLIVG OR DEST RUCTION, AND

'1“j NOTIFICAEION THEREOF, FOR ABM SYSTIMS AND THEIR COMPONENTS

Pursuant Lo Lhe provxslons of the Treaty Between the United

Statce of Amerlca and the Unioa of Sovxct oOCldllSL kcpubllcs on

and the Agreed Statements regarding that Treaty, the Parties theret

. have, within the framework of the Standing Consultative Commission,

oo agreed upon, in the foxm atéééhed, procedures governing replacement
'ﬁ‘ﬂstystems and their components limite@ by that Treaty,'

' The Parties have also agreed to be guided by the followirg

- general guidelines: . . .

1. ,The attached procedures shall apply only to systems ox the

t

components to be weplaced-and dismantled or.destroyed under the .

. pzovzsxons of the aforementioned Txeaiy,

L1

2, Any replacement of ABM systems or theilr componentb'shall b
 ;on the basis of Article VII of the aforementioned Treaty. and applic
.f. Agreed SCafements; dismanﬁiing Sr destruction of ABM syétems or the

AO.' .l

LR wr"l.;\ rmaq B ‘
Approved For Release 2003/08/&)&1\ q0’73ER000100070005 9.
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,¥:componean in excess of the numbers or outside Lhe areas speclflcd'
',H-ijby the Treaty shall be on the basis of Artlcle VIII of the'u

‘aforementloned Treaty and applicable Agreed Statements;

EERET - 3. Dlsmantllng oxr destrucLIon of ABM sysLems ox Lhelr j R

;:rcomponents result;ng fron 1mplemenL1ng Artlcle VII and

-gﬁw'*i!*:Artxcle VIII of the aforementloned ABM Treaty ahall ensure LhaL

T the sysLems or components and associated facilities would be put

. lin a condition that precludes the possibility of their use for ABM

"f;:'purposes; lﬁismantling or destruction procedures shall ensuve

/" that reactivation of units dismantled ox ‘destroyed would be
oo T, ! PN
. detectable by national technical means, shall be such Lhat

vt than the time requlrcd for new constxuctlon, and shall preclude
S . .

I

|

| oo . .
I Wt reactivation time of such unlts would not be substantlally less
!

1

\v'unreasonable delays in dismantling and destructlon'7

? |
"L_; K ﬂusE”:;‘ngu 4, Replacement and dismantling or destruction procedures shall
!

I ﬁ[,ﬂube conSIdered separately for /—oft and 31167 ABM Iaunchcrs and for
g ".”f' - ABW radars,»' '

B Rep}acement and dismantling or destruction procedures Co

~ shall ensuro that verification can be accomplished /;ith high -

‘confldencc7 by national technical means in accordance w;Lh o,

7f"‘"{_: Article XII of the a;orementxoncd Treaty,

»
’ "

t
1
[
!
i

opose side,
"

App \?é’c??%g I%é’le %g @gggﬁg CIA- RDP7§BOO'734R0I001000‘70005 9.
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6.' Facilities /remaining at.AB\ launch and radar stes,lw
i:A after dismantling or destructlon 7 /“elated to drsmantled or d
/: deeroyeo ABM systcms, after drsmantling of cqurpment / may,
":'ﬁfffa;e‘at the discretion of the sides, be used for other purposes ot '”‘f“t"o
1nconsmsten Wlth the provisions of the aforementzoned Treaty lil‘rk d \

A
[T . ‘
e

and applzcable Agreed SLatements, and ' Co ' , ‘

,171_ Replacement launchers and radars and those to be replaced

5 shall be identified and the number of such launchers and radars

SE Fied . " . . . ' 1
v, . 8pecified through appropriate and timely notification procedureq;7

YL a,y —~— ’ ' e« e N

Lot [7.  Through appropriate procedures the Parties shall notify each
SR j{ other of the number of dlsmantled or destroyed ABM systems or thelr .
v - 1nd1v1dual componem:s ’ and the number of such AB“\G sys‘cems or their

o ) v

, components used for replacemenc / !

’ ’

. ;“fﬁ. f v.'This Protocol and the attached Procedures shall remain in

",'f“ff force for the duratlon of the Txeaty on the L:mrtatron of ABM

SRR SysLems and may., be amended by the Standrng Consultatlve Commxssxon
'."-l )l'r .
a8 it deems approprlate. -
" oo . | * o i
‘ o ) ) .. ' . ) [ ,
Donewiﬁ Geneva on » in two copies, each in the
- English and Russian languages, both texts being equally authentic.
cow e Conmissiongw, v T Commissioner,: !
oo Undted States of . Unlon of Soviet Socialist
' :j}.” coane ) Amerdea , Republics :
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; l’ i"l ' L ! o i . ' F om (‘"“5"'; } svea i', " it law 5 o ) '
1' N ! K L i T e . i ' l Q"x.-.r.!)" Euaxm\'\hﬁﬁ L\ (- a IR :
*" 5 I T i STANDING GONSULTATIVI: COMMISSION =
";‘v (‘ " "r o ' . ,
%I 3 | ' "ROCEDURLS covnm::mc REPLACELMINT, DISANTLING OR DLSTRUC'LlON .
% S R " AND NOTIFICATION THERTOE, JOR ABM SYSTEMS AND THETR COMPONENTS
!?;"' - f" m. LT{ 'Fxcess ABM Launchers at Test Ranges ‘
E : T
ya ot K' - ﬁ”lw" A. Above-ground Launchers shall be removed £rom sites and | '...
1 : N ! ‘ " . ’ . . )
e launch pads ‘shall be fragmented.
}"  ﬁ $31x?Vq'l' Launch pad debrls shall be left exposed foL a pezaod O& six
g [ .- S ey . N . )
l ‘ add:.tlonal wmonths, ‘aELer whlch debr:.s may be‘
R “‘;3"fjffgff‘:f;'f“”v removed or covered thh oarth. -
; : .
Lo .
o B. Launch smlos shall be made unusable by removal of launcher
b L ,. o
f o U ralls»wxr;ng and other hardware and Dby destruction of above ground
o " ‘.‘ e ' oo d
] ST eructural features and fragmentatlon of foundations. ,
I : l,: [ ' :'.' .‘IVI I c .r-"- . 'v? " ' ' wee co
iy L e 1 Destroyed silos shall be left open Lora perlod oI 8ix addit
i'{; IR wo momths, aiLer which cratexrs may be f;llcd with earth.
4 f e C., The actions described in paragraphs YA and IB shall be
i BRI ' | '
| accomplished within three months after initial notification.
A R A ! ’ ' ‘
b Lo D Notification procedures shall include:
'R ‘:f,ﬁ 1. .Initial notification of the launcher to be dismantled.
5&_1  -. | 5“;,};‘ U§5'_2. Notification within one month aftex completionithat

e Co
, . , .

dismantling has been accomplished. » o

3

T A Metal re;nfoxczng rodg on the radar bulldlngs shall be

. Approved.For Release 2003/08/19 : CIA- RDP7GBOO734R000100070005 9"
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'+ B, Those radar buildings for which wall construction had
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‘commenced shall be left uncovered in. their present uncompleted

v . gtate for six months after which they may be covered with earth.

Launcher facilities and those radar buildings for which-

';°iff*‘;qnly.foundations had been completed shall be covered with earth.
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shall be ngen one month after completlon./;. ﬂ

" D.. Earth grading of the entire area shall Be accomplished

" and comstruction materials shall be removed, . =~ .

Dismantling activities shall be initiated no.latex than

'six months after agreement Dy the SCC on the relevant procedures
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